App. No.: 10/684,243 

Amdt. dated: November 6, 2007 

Reply to Office Action of: October 1 1, 2007 

REMARKS 

Status of the Claims 

Claims 1-10 remain in the application and claims 18-20 have been cancelled without 
prejudice; 

Claims 11-14 have been withdrawn in response to a restriction requirement made in the 

Office Action of October 1 1 , 2007. 

Claims 18-20 have been cancelled without prejudice. 

Claims 1 5-1 7 were previously cancelled; and 

Claims 21-32 have been added. 

In the Office Action of October 1 1 , 2007, the Examiner stated that the Application 
contains claims directed to the following "patentably distinct species:" 

1 . A snap line suitable for receiving and transferring powdered material; and 

2. A method of treating powdered material. 

The Examiner did not specify which of the pending claims fall within each category, 
however, the undersigned attorney exchanged telephone voice messages with the 
Examiner on October 30-31 , 2007, in which the Examiner indicated that the restriction 
requirement was direct to two distinct groups of claims reciting distinct inventions: 
Group A, claims 1-6, 7-10 and 18-20, respectively directed to a line, a method for 
treating a line, and a snap line apparatus; and Group B, claims 11-14, directed to a 
method of treating powdered material. Applicant hereby elects Group A, claims 1-6, 7- 
1 0 and 1 8-20, and withdraws Group B, claims 11-14, in view of the restriction 
requirement and the requirement for an election and cancels claims 18-20 without 
prejudice to further prosecution of the present application. Applicant reserves the right 
to file the withdrawn claims and/or the cancelled claims in another application at a later 
date. Applicant has also added new claims 21-32, which are believed to fall within the 
invention subject matter of Group A. New claims 21-32 having been added, the claims 
now pending in the application are claims 1-10 and 21-32. 
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In order to advance to the present application to allowance, claims 18-20 have been 
cancelled without prejudice. The Applicant disagrees with the Examiner's position 
regarding Rangell et al. and reserves the right to submit claims 1 8-20 or claims similar 
thereto in a subsequent application. 



On the basis of the foregoing amendments, remarks, and arguments of record, 
Applicant respectfully submits that claims 1-10 and 21-32 are in condition for allowance 
and Applicant respectfully requests that a timely Notice of Allowance be issued in this 
case. Alternatively, if the Examiner believes there are remaining issues that stand in 
the way of the issuance of a Notice of Allowance and that prosecution of the application 
may be expedited by a telephonic interview to discuss these issues and seek resolution 
thereof, the Examiner is respectfully urged to call the Applicant's representative at the 
telephone number provided below. The Examiner's consideration in this regard will be 
appreciated. 



CONCLUSION 



Respectfully submitted, 

For the Applicant(s) 

By his/her/their Attorneys, 



Customer Number 



MOORE & HANSEN, PLLP 
225 South Sixth Street, Suite 4850 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402 



22854 



Telephone: (612) 332-8200 
Facsimile: (612) 332-1780 



Date November 8, 2007 



By: 



/Robert C. Freed/ 



Robert C. Freed 
Reg. No. 32,569 
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